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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 
1. The objection to claims 2, 21, and 40 is removed. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2, 4-8, 10-16, 18-21, 23-27, 29-35, 37-40, 
43, and 45-51 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 4-6, 18-20, 23-25, 37-39, and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pereira in US 6,931,402 in view of Viavant US 5,784,566. 

As per claims 1,19, 20, 38, and 39, Pereira III teaches storing business rules for a 



plurality of users of different companies, (Col 3 lines 25-34). Pereira III teaches 
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receiving a message from a user requesting access to online resources, (Col 3 lines 44- 
47). Pereira III teaches retrieving the rules according to the user, (Col 3 line 64 - Col 4 
line 5). Pereira III teaches identifying the company associated with online resources, 
(Col 4 line 53, Col 5 lines 27-37). Pereira III teaches access control rules, but does not 
specify the authentication methods used. 

Viavant teaches a security system for a user to access data over a network, (Col 5 lines 
10-32). Viavant teaches determining whether a request requires authentication, (Col 6 
lines 38-43, Col 6 line 67-Col 7 line 4). 

Viavant teaches obtaining an indicia of physical identification (fingerprint) if 
authentication is required, (Col 5 line 1, Col 5 lines 44-46). Viavant teaches 
authenticating the indicia of physical identification, (Col 7 lines 1 1-40). 

It would have been obvious to include the security system of Viavant in the access 
system of Pereira III because it increases the network communication security. 

As per claims 4-5, 23, and 24, Viavant teaches indicating whether authentication is 
required or not for access to different servers, (Col 6 lines 37-43). 
As per claims 6, and 25 Viavant teaches completely denying access, (Col 6 lines 66, 67 
Col 7 lines 34, 35). 

As per claims , 18, 37, and 45, Viavant teaches that the indicia is a biometric sample, 
(Col 5 line 1). 
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Claims 2, 7, 8, 21, 26, 27, 40 and 43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pereira III US 6,931,402 in view of Viavant US 5,784,566 in view 
of Baulier 6,157,707. 

As per claims 2, 21, and 40, the previous Pereira III- Viavant combination does not teach 
a scoring method to determine if the request requires authentication. 
Baulier teaches a scoring method of determining whether of not a user is required to be 
authenticated, (Col 10 lines 7-24). Baulier teaches that the users history patterns are 
employed, (Col 6 lines 26-30, Col 9 lines 62-64). 

It would have been obvious to on skilled in the art to use a scoring system to determine 
whether authentication was required because it reduces costs and fraud, (Baulier Col 3 
lines 5-10). 

As per claims 7, 8, 26, 27, and 43 the previous Pereira III-Viavant combination does not 
teach determining fraudulent behavior. 

Baulier teaches detecting fraud based on a collision or velocity violation, (Col 6 lines 50- 
67). Baulier teaches a user profile to determine fraudulent behavior, (Col 5 lines 47-58). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the fraud detection 
of Baulier to the biometric authentication system of Viavant because fraud is a significant 
financial problem. 
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Claims 10-16, and 29-35 are rejected under 35 ILS.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pereira HI US 6,931,402 in view of Viavant US 5,784,566 in view of Blonder US 
5,708,422. 

As per claims 10-13, and 29-32 the previous Pereira III- Viavant combination does not 

teach other criteria of authorization if authentication is not required. 

Blonder teaches other criteria of authorization using a card transaction including 

frequency of use, (Col 6 lines 28-37). Blonder teaches a card transaction with restrictions 

and denying the transaction if the restrictions (frequency of use) are not satisfied, (Col 1 0 

lines 8-20). Blonder teaches that the restrictions may be applied to credit card 

transactions or debit card account transactions, (Col 4 lines 53-66). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to add the account restrictions of 

Blonder to the biometric authentication system of the Pereira III- Viavant combination 

because Blonders system helps prevent financial fraud. 

As per claims 14, and 33 the Pereira III- Viavant combination teaches an account that 
restricts an account associated with a user, (Col 4 lines 40-50). The Pereira III-Viavant 
combination does not teach determining an account transaction. 
Blonder teaches that the restrictions may be applied to credit card transactions or debit 
card account transactions, (Col 4 lines 53-66). 

As per claims 15, 16, 34, and 35 the Pereira III-Viavant combination teaches an account 
that restricts an account associated with a user, (Col 4 lines 40-50). Pereira III-Viavant 
combination does not teach parental control 

Blonder teaches parental control of a transaction, (Col 5 lines 18-24). 



Application/Control Number: 09/801,468 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2134 

Claims 46-51 are rejected under 35 U,S,C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pereira in US 6,931,402 in view of Viavant US 5,784,566 in view of Baulier US 
6,157,707 in view of Spiegel US 6,466,918. 

As per claims 46-51, the previous Pereira III-Viavant-Baulier combination teaches using 
a scoring system for authentication. Pereira III-Viavant-Baulier does not teach weighing 
scores. 

Spiegel teaches a method of weighing scores based on user activity and user history, (Col 
13 lines 40-50, Col 14 lines 1-7). Spiegel teaches that system administrators may alter 
the weights, (Col 13 lines 43-45). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to add the weighing method 
of Spiegel to the scoring method of Pereira III-Viavant-Baulier because not all factors in 
the decision to authenticate are of equal value. 

Conclusion 

3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher J. Brown whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3833. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-6:00. 
If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Morse can be reached on (571)272-3838. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Christopher J. Brown 1/8/0^ 




